
THE STATE OF UTAII

Offtce of State Engineen

SaIt Lake C1ty, Utah

Dlarch 2, L959

INTEROFETCE MEMORANDTM

RE: PROPGED DISPOSITION Otr'GOOSEBERFY PR0JECT AND SCOFIEID RESERVOIR FILINGS.

RE: l. Sanpete County Water Users Applications
9993 Gpproved) L2839 (unapproved),
Urupproved Changes a-L599 and a-15C0.

2t U. S. Bureau of Reclanation Unapprove<i
Applications 959bt il+025, !tO26, 1l+683,
ili+15, !iltA and ilL??.

3. !?lce River Water Users Perfected Appli-
cations 1035 (Cert. 201+6), B9B9-s (Ceri:,,'
2l+5l.) and Uncertificated L3331+.

This nernorandum is pnepared on the fiJ.ings covering the Gooseberry
hoject and Scofield ReservoiJ. Th.e purpose is to outline a plan for early
disposition of tfiese filings.

Historically, the Gooseberry ProJect was part of a larger program to
develop and control waters for use in the Price River and Sanpete County sr€aso
For the Sanpete area there was planned the building of a reservoir in the Price
River drainage, a tulnel, appropriate feeder canals, and a distribution canal
to carry water to Sanpete County irrigated lands. Two sites, the Manmouth and
Gooseberry Narrows, harre been alternately proposed for the reservoir. These
facilities harre not been conpleted. An assoclatgd feature of this orlglnal
plan was the building of Scofield Reservoir to store water for use in the Price
River er€€lr this reservoir has already been eonstructed. Since the Bureau of
Reclarnation report of 19h6, the Marnnoth Reservoir site has been considered
economically not feasible. At presentl the Gooseberry Narrows site area is
felt to be the most feasible.

Back of t*ris proposed and completed construction lies a history of
attempts and agreements, including the so-caIled Tri-Partite hgreernent which
allowed the bull<iing of Scofield Reservoir with the understanding that the
Gooseberry Project wou1d, in effect, supercede certain of the water rights held
for Scofj-e1d storage. Because of the connection with the uncertaln Gooseberzy
Project, the proposed water rights for Scofield tieservoir have never been pno-
cessed to thejr ultinate conclusionn

The sitr.latlon which the State Engineerls Office is now faced w'ith is
that there are a rnrltltude of unapproved applications on file for diversion of
water to cover the incompleted Gooseberry ProJect rrrhile at the same time water
is belng stored, diverted ard used from the Scofield tl,eservoir without proper
approved application coverage. Ttre superfluous appli-cations should be eli:ninated
and adequate coverage for Scofield should be provlded.

One disposttion would be that: (1) the filings on }farmoih be reJected
as infeasible; (2) that the wrapproved Sanpete County uiater Usersr application
12839 for feeder canals - j.f considered feasible - be amended, readvertised and
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approvBd; erd (3) that the Bureaurs Application g59\ be segregated to coverthe Gooseberrry site, and the remaindei of this applicatiorr-"uiuced and approvedto cover scofield Reservoir storage above the presently certificated rrgrrisfor J0r00o ae. tt,. Likely the approaching litigation Ln the Sanpete oointywater userst Appllcatton 9593 now-coverin[ trre doo."ue""y tservorr site could
TSffy thls picture considerab\r, Howe for extenslon oftine on application 9593, which- is the ation on the Goose_
!""ry proJect, is not thrown out entira se actions seem nostlogical. Inleed, the -segregation of 9i alternative proposalshonld 95fi Ae discredltea [f,ro,rgh lacl

Beczuse of the State Engireerls schedule of action on pendJ.ng applic-atioru set-up for sanpete and capgl counties, it is not likely that final dis-posltion of these apprications shall be nad.e ""!il after ritigation is conpre.-1r:ion 9593' However, i.nrmediate attention to the rrrtirnate goal ls ad.visable.

rn detail, these are the actions proposed along with the reasons fortaking them:

lnfeasibility of this site and
ah ti,/-ater and power Board,
eater infeasibility of this site
these applications have been

pnoposed segregation and change on
below.



The proposed action on 9591+, discussed below, is antieipated to cover
to the greater satisfaction of aII concerned, the Scofie1d storage problern
which this application attempted to do.

2. If the feeder canals from San Rafael drai-nage to GooseberzTr are
feasible, the Sanpete County Water Userst should re-examine unapprovedapplica-
tion 1283t in the light of the Gooseberry idarrows site project. -There ii-
seeming\r a need for an adciition to this application of a feeder canal from
Brooks Creck to the reservoir site , (telow the point of water delivery from
North FOrk of Huntington Creek). Amenclment may also be necessary in the pro-
posed feeder canals of Boulger Creek and Huntington Creek areas to conforrn with
argr feasible route possible and to avoid danaging the irrigated lands cf li-ab
Canyon 3r€8r Possible readirertlsing will be necessary on this, although '"l:e.r

priority can remain the sarae if no enlargements in quantity of water are elior,rrr.
Approval or rejection can follow the decision of pending litigation on g593,

3. The Bureau of Reclamation might exami-ne ind segregate Applj-ca'i;i.on
959L wLfn a view to eovering the Scofield Reservoi-r and proviaine an aliernate
applicati-on to cover Gooseberry Rsservoir. This Application 95gL+ is for gOTOCO

acre-feet storage in Scofield for use on 55'OOO acres of land in the Price
River area and segregation should anply cover both Scofield and Gooseberry
resetvoirs. fts priority is of September L2, i92l+, i;he day after the priority
date on 9593 - Sanpete Water Users application now pending litigation. I'c ha,s
been advertised, protested by a single individual (now deceased.) and renains
unapproved. It is in the narne of the Bureau.

The action that rnight be taken on 95gl+ is ttrls:

I' Segregate out the quantity of water necessary for the Gooseberry
Project and prelxre a change application to cover the project as it like1y wiJl
be completed.

b. Correct the remaining Appllcation 959h fo agree with actual proposea
uses in the Price River area and in subordination to Gooseberry - as per the
Tri-Partite Agreement. That is;

lr
tU. An examination of this application should be made to see i-f cor-

rections are necessary for proper description of nature and place of use in
Price Rlver area and points of canal rediversion.

(?)" a red.-inked statenent should be rnade in the explanatory sectlon c,,.f
both 959L and its Gooseberry segregation as to the intended water storage su-:-
ordination of Scofiel-C. i;o Gcoseberry according to the Tri-Parti+,e Agreerneni;.,
Indeed, by manipulation of priority dates ln thls 95trb, ar:d its segregatior..
;einething of .this rntended subordination can be at'r;ained" fnat is, it is
noted that 959b has an earlier priority date than the lergest exlsiing righ[
in Scofield. By segregating out i;he Gooseberry project first, retaining it,s
original priority of September 12, I92lJ, then dr-opplng the priority of Scofiet,i
water in the remainder of 9591J to a later date, the prlcrity dates in this
office would resemble sornething of iihe intended water storage subordination of
Scofleld to Gooseberryo However, the requested statement in tire explanato:':y
section of bcth 9591+ and its segregated portion should speli 'i:his suborCj.naiio-:
orrt c1ear1y, and as tc whether this subordina'r,io;r refez's to jusi ttre l+lr580
ac. ft. ea"ry-c7e: ;Lorage or to the 731580 ac" ft, total capacity of sco,'iel,-

(l), Wnif" the Bureau may ruish to indicate ln the explanatory of
Application 9591+ that the 81000 acre-feet dead storage of Scofield is for fii-.r
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culture, it seens more conglstent with reality if it is indicated in red ink
9f the explenatory somethlng to ttre effect th;t nthe dead storage capacityts being held for the Utah State Fish ard Garne Departnent for uie in fishculture.rt Might it be interded that the Ui;ah Ftsh and Game Department would
?-cgulre a separate right to the use of the dead storage? Some digcussion onthis point should be had before any action is taken.

. lhl ' At the tine of approval ot 959t+, and after proper segregation and
change to cover Goqseberry, the renaj-ning unsegregateA irrantity of water can
be reduced to the h3r5Bo aere-feet storage in Scoiield riot no"- covered byproper rightsr

Water Resources Branch
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